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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~ 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER/ FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 14 August 2006 . 
2a)El This action is FINAL.. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E] Claim(s) 1-21 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 19-21 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-18 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 
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Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20060926 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1. This application contains claims 19-21 drawn to an invention nonelected with 
traverse in Paper No. 19. A complete reply to the final rejection must include 
cancellation of nonelected claims or other appropriate action (37 CFR 1 .144) See 
MPEP§821.01. 

Specification 

2. Applicant is reminded of the proper content of an abstract of the disclosure. 

A patent abstract is a concise statement of the technical disclosure of the patent 
and should include that which is new in the art to which the invention pertains. If the 
patent is of a basic nature, the entire technical disclosure may be new in the art, and the 
abstract should be directed to the entire disclosure. If the patent is in the nature of an 
improvement in an old apparatus, process, product, or composition, the abstract should 
include the technical disclosure of the improvement. In certain patents, particularly 
those for compounds and compositions, wherein the process for making and/or the use 
thereof are not obvious, the abstract should set forth a process for making and/or use 
thereof. If the new technical disclosure involves modifications or alternatives, the 
abstract should mention by way of example the preferred modification or alternative. 

The abstract should not refer to purported merits or speculative applications of 
the invention and should not compare the invention with the prior art. 

Where applicable, the abstract should include the following: 

(1 ) if a machine or apparatus, its organization and operation; 

(2) if an article, its method of making; 

(3) if a chemical compound, its identity and use; 

(4) if a mixture, its ingredients; 

(5) if a process, the steps. 

Extensive mechanical and design details of apparatus should not be given. 

Content of Specification 

(a) Title of the Invention : See 37 CFR 1 .72(a) and MPEP § 606. The title of 
the invention should be placed at the top of the first page of the 
specification unless the title is provided in an application data sheet. The 
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title of the invention should be brief but technically accurate and 
descriptive, preferably from two to seven words may not contain more 
than 500 characters. 

(b) Cross-References to Related Applications : See 37 CFR 1 .78 and MPEP 
§201.11. 

(c) Statement Regarding Federally Sponsored Research and Development : 
See MPEP §310. 

(d) The Names Of The Parties To A Joint Research Agreement : See 37 CFR 
1.71(g). 

(e) Incorporation-Bv-Reference Of Material Submitted On a Compact Disc: 
The specification is required to include an incorporation-by-reference of 
electronic documents that are to become part of the permanent United 
States Patent and Trademark Office records in the,file of a patent 
application. See 37 CFR 1.52(e) and MPEP § 608.05. Computer 
program listings (37 CFR 1.96(c)), "Sequence Listings" (37 CFR 1.821(c)), 
and tables having more than 50 pages of text were permitted as electronic 
documents on compact discs beginning on September 8, 2000. 

Or alternatively, Reference to a "Microfiche Appendix ": See MPEP § 
608.05(a). "Microfiche Appendices" were accepted by the Office until 
March 1,2001. 

(f) Background of the Invention : See MPEP § 608.01(c). The specification 
should set forth the Background of the Invention in two parts: 

(1 ) Field of the Invention : A statement of the field of art to which the 
invention pertains. This statement may include a paraphrasing of 
the applicable U.S. patent classification definitions of the subject 
matter of the claimed invention. This item may also be titled 
"Technical Field." 

(2) Description of the Related Art including information disclosed under 
37 CFR 1 .97 and 37 CFR 1 .98 : A description of the related art 
known to the applicant and including, if applicable, references to 
specific related art and problems involved in the prior art which are 
solved by the applicant's invention. This item may also be titled 
"Background Art." 

(g) Brief Summary of the Invention : See MPEP § 608 01 (dl A brief summary 
or general statement of the invention as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .73. The 
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summary is separate and distinct from the abstract and is directed toward 
the invention rather than the disclosure as a whole. The summary may 
point out the advantages of the invention or how it solves problems 
previously existent in the prior art (and preferably indicated in the 
Background of the Invention). In chemical cases it should point out in 
general terms the utility of the invention. If possible, the nature and gist of 
the invention or the inventive concept should be set forth. Objects of the 
invention should be treated briefly and only to the extent that they 
contribute to an understanding of the invention. 

(h) Brief Description of the Several Views of the Drawinq(s) : See MPEP § 
608.01 (f). A reference to and brief description of the drawing(s) as set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.74. 

(i) Detailed Description of the Invention : See MPEP § 608.01(a). A 
description of the preferred embodiment(s) of the invention as required in 
37 CFR 1 .71 . The description should be as short and specific as is 
necessary to describe the invention adequately and accurately. Where 
elements or groups of elements, compounds, and processes, which are 
conventional and generally widely known in the field of the invention 
described and their exact nature or type is not necessary for an 
understanding and use of the invention by a person skilled in the art, they 
should not be described in detail. However, where particularly 
complicated subject matter is involved or where the elements, 
compounds, or processes may not be commonly or widely known in the 
field, the specification should refer to another patent or readily available 
publication which adequately describes the subject matter. 

G) Claim or Claims : See 37 CFR 175 and MPEP § 608.01 (m). The claim or 
claims must commence on separate sheet or electronic page (37 CFR 
1 .52(b)(3)). Where a claim sets forth a plurality of elements or steps, each 
element or step of the claim should be separated by a line indentation. 
There may be plural indentations to further segregate subcombinations or 
related steps. See 37 CFR 1.75 Sand MPEP § 608.01 (i)-(p). 

(k) Abstract of the Disclosure : See MPEP § 608.01 (f). A brief narrative of the 
disclosure as a whole in a single paragraph of 150 words or less 
commencing on a separate sheet following the claims. In an international 
application which has entered the national stage (37 CFR 1.491(b)), the 
applicant need not submit an abstract commencing on a separate sheet if 
an abstract was published with the international application under PCT 
Article 21 . The abstract that appears on the cover page of the pamphlet 
published by the International Bureau (IB) of the World Intellectual 
Property Organization (WIPO) is the abstract that will be used by the 
USPTO. See MPEP § 1893.03(e). 
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(I) Sequence Listing, See 37 CFR 1.821-1.825 and MPEP §§ 2421-2431. 
The requirement for a sequence listing applies to all sequences disclosed 
in a given application, whether the sequences are claimed or not. See 
MPEP §2421 .02. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S'C. 101- because the claimed invention is 
not supported by either a specific and substantial utility or a well established utility. 

The claimed system does not disclose the source of energy supplied to the 
exciter coils. Neither the mechanism of the emitting the high frequency electron flux by 
the coils is disclosed in the specification. The definition of the claimed free electrons or 
"electrons at large" is unclear and not to be found in currently recognized scientific 
theories or an evidence of existence of such free electrons in nature or a utility using 
such electrons. The current science is also moot with respect to the mechanism of 
excited electrons "pushing" the free electrons. As clearly stated in the specification, 
applicant anticipates that a small expenditure of electrical energy may be magnified 
many times (see page 8, lines 7-6) from 400-750 Watts to grater than 100,000 Watts 
(See page 5, lines 23-24 and pages 1 1-12). Since the only mentioned source of energy 
provided to the system is the electric energy feeding the excitation coil, the claimed 
mechanism is in clear violation with the Fist and Second Laws of Energy Conservation 
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that prohibits the existence of the perpetual motion machine, i.e. a machine that may 
produce more energy that it consumes in the process. 

Examiner directs applicant's attention to MPEP § 2107, Part II (3) that states: 
If the applicant has not asserted any specific and substantial utility for the 
claimed invention and it does not have a readily apparent well-established utility, 
examiner shall impose a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 101, emphasizing that the applicant 
has not disclosed a. specific and substantial utility for the invention. The 35 U.S.C. 101 
and 112 rejections shift the burden of coming forward with evidence to the applicant to: 

(i) Explicitly identify a specific and substantial utility for the claimed invention; and 

(ii) Provide evidence that one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that 
the identified specific and substantial utility was well established at the time of filing. The 
examiner should review any subsequently submitted evidence of utility using the criteria 
outlined above. The examiner should also ensure that there is an adequate nexus 
between the evidence and the properties of the now claimed subject matter as 
disclosed in the application as filed. That is, the applicant has the burden to establish a 
probative relation between the submitted evidence and the originally disclosed 
properties of the claimed invention . 

The proper evidence may be an opinion or certified test of recognized scientific 
establishment like well recognized University or National Institutes for Standards and 
Technology (NIST) for example. 

5. Claim 1-18 are also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. Specifically, 
since the claimed invention is not supported by either a specific and substantial 
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asserted utility or a well established utility for the reasons set forth above, one skilled in 
the art clearly would not know how to use the claimed invention. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments, see Amendment, filed August 14, 2006, with respect to 
priority date have been fully considered and are persuasive. The objection regarding 
the benefit to prior filed provisional patent application 60/421,097 has been withdrawn. 

7. Applicant's arguments filed August 14, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Regarding the mal distribution of energy in the universe and its utilization for 
electricity generation, examiner directs applicant's attention to the fact that the First and 
Second Laws of energy conservation are directed to the closed systems operated on 
Earth. For this type of systems the total amount of energy is constant, and such system 
are capable of transferring one form of energy to another wherein the source supplied 
energy is converted from un-useful form to an useful form and losses. However, the 
total amount of energy in the system before and after conversion remains unchanged. 
The system capable of producing more energy that it is supplied with (i.e. 20,000 Watts 
output versus 2,500 Watts input), as contemplated by applicant, is in clear violation with 
the energy conservation laws. 

As indicated in the Office action in the situation when the applicant claims a 
system that contradicts the currently recognized scientific laws, the burden of coming 
forward with evidence shifts to the applicant. 
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Applicant further contemplates to use a high frequency high voltage DC current 
to create a magneto motive force. However, the DC current has a 0 frequency and 
can't create magneto motive force since both phenomena are associated with 
electromagnetic induction and AC current. 

Regarding the "free electrons" in lightning etc. they do not exist by itself. Some 
kind of energy like friction, ionization etc. must be provided to create the "free 
electrons". Regarding the outer shell electrons on wires they are in equilibrium with the 
nuclei of the metal (like copper or other conductive material) that the wire consists of, 
and their movement (i.e. current) can occur onjy by applying of an outside force (i.e. 
voltage). The specification, however, is moot with respect of the source of the free 
electrons in the applicant's invention and the source of the motive force to move the 
electrons. 

In view of the above, the rejection deems to be appropriate. 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to s this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Communication 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph Waks whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2037. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 8 am to 5 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Darren E. Schuberg can be reached on (571) 272-2044. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Joseph Waks 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2834 

9/26/06 




